FEEDBACK to Comments by the Government_UNSDCF
	
	Author
	COMMENTS by the Government
	Suggested response for government

	
	
	Comment
	Details
	

	1
	MFA
	The Georgian side requests to use the following terms “conflict between Russia and Georgia” or “unresolved conflict in Georgia” throughout the whole text rather than “unresolved conflicts in Abkhazia and South Ossetia”

Russia committed an act of aggression against Georgia in 2008, Russia is the party to the Ceasefire Agreement signed with Georgia to halt the hostilities and Russia has occupied Abkhazia and Tskhinvali regions of Georgia and is exercising effective control therein, therefore, terminology used must properly reflect the above reality.

	
	Accepted “unresolved conflict in Georgia”

“Unresolved conflict in Georgia” will be used.


	2
	Lela Akiashvili
	 “The Common Country Analysis (CCA) highlighted the following challenges: spatial and social divides; high poverty (more than 20 percent of the population lives below the national poverty line), exclusion and inequalities” Please replace with “persisting inequalities”

	
	Accepted

	3
	MFA
	Over the past years Georgia has achieved tangible results in fighting corruption that has been duly reflected in relevant international rankings. On the other hand, prevention of corruption is a constant process in every country, including Georgia. We would like to hear more about the results of the CCA to better understand how was corruption seen as a challenge. Is it prevention that is meant? Otherwise we think this wording needs some modification.

	
	[bookmark: _Hlk51150799]Although Georgia is still positioned high in the Eastern Europe and Central Asia region, the lack of progress in terms of Georgia’s score in recent years points to the inertia in the field of anti-corruption reforms in the country and calls for further efforts in this area. 

One of the underlying challenges is associated with the fact that corruption prevention and combating functions are divided among various institutions in Georgia, without a clear separation between their powers and spheres of operation. Fight against corruption is not the major function of any one institution which leads to lack of coordination in the given area. 

Georgia indisputably still ranks high among various international rankings, however, as compared to the previous years there is still a lack of progress, which can be observed by looking at the following rankings and assessments: 
· According to the Corruption Perception Index of 2019, Georgia was assigned a score of 56 (44th  place), which is two points less than compared to 2018 – 56 (41st place) - https://www.transparency.org/en/cpi/2019/results/geo

· According to World Justice Report Rule of Law Index 2020 Georgia was on the 27th place out of 128 countries with the score 0.68 in absence of corruption dimension. The score has decreased in the last three years from 0.73 to 0.68 - https://worldjusticeproject.org/rule-of-law-index/factors/2020/Georgia/ 

· Business Bribery Risk Index of 2019 by Trace International ranked Georgia 27th among 200 countries and defined a risk score as 26 out of 100. While this is similar to the previous year, it had slightly worsened as compared to 2017, when Georgia was ranked 25th among 200 countries with the risk score of 23 out of 100 - https://www.traceinternational.org/trace-matrix?year=2018#27 
· The 2019 Index of Economic Freedom, published by the Heritage Foundation (Washington, DC) ranks Georgia’s economic freedom as 16th most free in the world, and its overall score is above the regional and the world average. However, the Index also notes that, despite the fact that the Constitution and the laws guarantee judicial independence, political pressure threatens impartiality. Additionally, high-level “elite corruption” by public officials still remains a problem - https://www.heritage.org/index/pdf/2020/countries/georgia.pdf
· In 2020, the U.S. House Appropriations Committee passed a bill that may withhold 15% of $135 million in aid to Georgia in 2021. The bill referred to the lack of “sufficient measures to combat internal corruption and ensure the independence of the judiciary”.
· In 2019 TI has released the results of a public opinion survey, which was conducted by the Caucasus Research Resource Centers (CRRC). According to the survey results, 36% percent of those who surveyed believe that abuse of power for personal gain by public officials is common, while 51% think that instances of corruption are not investigated properly when high-ranking officials or influential individuals with links to the ruling party are involved”.
As per the Fourth Round Monitoring Report of the OECD Istanbul Anti-Corruption Action Plan, Georgia is still facing challenges related to existence of high-level corruption, which requires reform of the institutional and legal frameworks.

Suggested wording:
“Having acknowledged substantive results made by Georgia in combating corruption and in order to maintain this progress and further consolidate an institutional democracy  (a system of functional institutions free of corruption) efforts are being continued to achieve a high level of transparency and accountability, increase access to information and public involvement and further refine the anticorruption mechanisms. Addressing issues related to corruption and public trust in governance institutions, will remain a focus area for UN programming throughout the next cycle.”




	4
	MoJ
	We ask to delete reference to corruption as a highlighted challenge since various surveys and international rankings reflect the opposite.
• World Bank Doing Business survey 2020 places the country at number 7th among 190 states. In the dimension of Starting Business, Georgia ranks 2nd  worldwide in 2020;
• According to the Corruption Perception Index of 2019 prepared by the Transparency International, Georgia ranks 44th among 180 states and constantly remains the first in the region;
• According to the Heritage Foundation in Economic Freedom 2020, Georgia ranks 12th globally (among 180 countries) and 6th in Europe;
• According to the World Justice Project Rule of Law Index 2020 Georgia is the strongest overall rule of law performer within Eastern Europe and Central Asia holding 1st place and globally 42nd place among 128 states. In the dimensions of the Absence of Corruption Georgia ranks 2nd place in the region and 27th globally and in the dimensions of Open Government - 9th regionally and 41st globally respectively.

To maintain this progress and further consolidate an institutional democracy  (a system of functional institutions free of corruption) efforts are being continued to achieve a high level of transparency and accountability, increase access to information and public involvement and further refine the anticorruption mechanisms.

	
	Response to the Comment#3 above refers

	6
	MoJ
	We also ask to delete “low public trust in governance institutions” since the statistical data of the Strasbourg Court shows the opposite. Namely, there is a significant reduction of the applications lodged with the European Court against Georgia during recent years. In particular, in 2010 – 375 applications, in 2011 – 395 applications, in 2012 – 367 applications were lodged with the European Court against Georgia, while in 2019 – the number of applications lodged in relation to Georgia are 131.

	
	In 2016, UNDP has conducted a baseline survey on the public administration reform-related topics among both, civil servants and general public. Similar survey was conducted in 2019. Results demonstrate a slight decline in trust towards government by both target groups. Namely, 
·  Public trust in agencies:
· 2019 - 67% 
· 2016 - 69% 
·  Public trust in civil servants:
· 2019 - 67% 
· 2016 - 71% 
·  Civil servants believe that public trusts them 
· 2019 - 39%
Response to Comment #3 above also concerns this.

	7
	Ana Kvernadze
	We respectfully disagree with this statement (also made on P. 9, para 3, point 8) that questions the joint efforts of the Gov. EU and UNDP, which have been the strongest contributors to the Policy Planning Reform in Georgia, started from 2016. With concrete high standard outcomes, praised also by OECD/SIGMA, Georgia is a top performer among EaP countries with a solid track record he track of establishing evidence-based policy making at all levels. 

Thus, we think that this paragraph should be omitted or changed focusing more on the novelty of the reform.

“Weak policy coherence, the absence of an explicitly articulated strategic development vision, institutional capacity gaps and weak evidence-based decision-making are among the cross-cutting challenges limiting progress”
	
	Accepted

	8
	Ana Kvernadze
	Can be done on the Head of AoG level for more flexibility and frequency of the committee gatherings

The Cooperation Framework will be governed by the Joint National-UN Steering Committee - co-chaired by the Prime Minister and the UN Resident Coordinator (RC). The Steering Committee oversees programme implementation. Other stakeholders such as major development partners/donors, international financial institutions, civil society, academia and private sector can be included in this structure. The JSC will receive an Annual Results Report to review progress, implementation challenges and provide strategic direction and mid-course corrections, if needed.


	
	Suggest to leave the text as is and add a footnote suggesting “PM may decide to authorize the Head of the Government’s Administration to represent him at the Steering Committee meetings”.

	9
	SMR
	Ethnic minorities should be removed from this list of actors. Ethnic minority representatives are not the furthest behind. The state civic integration strategy is under intense implementation. Ethnic minority representatives are protected and supported through various unique mechanisms and concrete measures under the State Strategy for Civic Equality and Integration and Action Plan for 2015-2020.
	
	Ethnic minorities are mentioned based on vulnerabilities, not on the grounds of a lack of acknowledgement of their rights. We acknowledge that the Georgian Government is committed to improving the national minority situation in the country and we would like to support this work in the coming years under our cooperation framework

	10
	Lela Akiashvili
	Which specific categories are being meant? While we agree on the need to accelerate work towards breaking gender stereotypes, it is important to highlight that women and girls are not a minority. Hence, it is better not to place them in the list of underrepresented vulnerable groups
“Through this prism, children living in poverty, persons with disabilities, ethnic and religious minorities, persons of non-dominant sexual orientation or gender identity, informal economy workers and specific categories of women and girls, constitute the groups of people who are the furthest behind due to multiple vulnerabilities”.
	
	Noted.
Sentence with “Women and Girls” is written before the “minorities” in the list. 

	11
	Lela Akiashvili 
	 “The key drivers of exclusion and inequalities (1) include the dualism in economic development, leaving wide development gaps between rural and urban areas; in the post-Soviet period loss of industry and later weak integration of high-tech, FDI-led industry with domestic firms causing high technological unemployment; low productivity in rural areas and high underemployment; gaps in state capacity (2) to implement the otherwise progressive legal and human rights framework, including anti-discrimination laws; (3) inadequate protection of rights and interests of workers and social protection coverage for the vulnerable groups; and gender stereotypes and social norms that  reinforce exclusion and inequalities of certain population segments. (4)”
	Coment 1. (by Lela) Please, remove “exclusion” from this connotation – here and at other places. It is better to use “inequalities” only. Usage of “exclusion” needs further strong argumentation.
Coment 2. (by Lela) Maybe here we mean “slow rhythm of social change” rather than the “state capacity”? While closely interlinked these are different concepts. Having progressive legal and human rights frameworks is the demonstration of the “state capacity” in itself.
Comment 3. (by Ana) Needs paraphrasing. Human Rights Strategy as well as numerous legal and policy documents adopted by the Government and supported by the development partners encompasses the most progressive attitude and illustrates Government’s commitment and capacity mobilisation to implement the international human rights obligations and standards
Comment 4 (by Lela). Needs paraphrasing. Social protection coverages for the vulnerable groups have been increasing regularly. Latest increase for PwDs since August 2020. ILO/UNW Social Protection Assessment report assesses Georgia’s disability benefits as “performing quite well, comparatively speaking, with other countries that provide tax-financed disability benefits.”
	1. Word “exclusion” removed.  
2. Accepted
3. Suggested rephrasing: 
“Slow pace of social change, despite government’s strong commitment to implement the international human rights obligation and standards”
4.. inadequate protection of rights and interests of workers and social protection coverage for the vulnerable groups;
Again, term “exclusion” is suggested for deletion.

	12
	MFA
	While referring to Georgia’s occupied territories, it is important to use the UN agreed language: “Abkhazia, Georgia” and “Tskhinvali region/South Ossetia, Georgia” throughout the whole text instead of “Abkhazia” and “South Ossetia”
	We use the terminology agreed between the UN Secretariat and Georgian authorities and used in the annual SG reports on the IDPs. 

	Abkhazia, Georgia, and the Tskhinvali region/South Ossetia, Georgia, is used in the first instance and subsequently Abkhazia and South Ossetia for short. This has been an acceptable compromise.
(recommendation confirmed on 18 Sept. 2020 by the UN DCO Political Affairs Office)

	13
	MFA
	It needs to indicate the provocations by Russia

	
	[bookmark: _Hlk51151241]“The volatile relations with Russia pose considerable risks for security and economic situation in Georgia”

	14
	MFA
	Taking into account the arguments mentioned in above comments, instead of protracted conflicts, the term “the conflict” or “ the conflict in Georgia” must be used.
	
	Accepted. Use only “conflict” in singular


	15
	Lela Akiashvili
	Which societal divides? It would be better to paraphrase or remove 
“Major gaps that need to be addressed to accelerate SDGs implementation represent horizontal issues that cut through multiple goals, such as inequalities and societal divides, which then significantly affect other problems represented by gaps in human and institutional capacities, or productivity challenges.”
	
	Those encompass “Spatial divides (urban-rural), ageing, poverty, gaps in human capital, etc.

	16
	Ana , Lela 
	Georgia has so far managed the outbreak of the COVID-19 pandemic very well and prevented widespread community transmission. However, the impact on its economy and society will likely be a big setback going by the current assessments. According to the latest estimates the economy is projected to contract by almost 5 percent in 2020. Due to the fiscal stimulus, the fiscal deficit may grow to 5.2 percent of GDP in 2020.[footnoteRef:1]  The remittances and receipts from tourism are likely to shrink.(1) Poverty and pre-existing inequalities may worsen, and the vulnerabilities of the excluded groups will be exacerbated thus jeopardising the principle of “leaving no one behind”.(2)  [1:  World Bank Georgia (April 2020). https://www.worldbank.org/en/country/georgia/overview#3
] 

	1. (by Ana) According to the National Bank of Georgia, remittances of August 2020 is 25.8% higher comparing to the same month data of 2019. Thus the opinion given here regarding the remittances is unjustified and less likely to happen
2. (by Ana) Excluded groups has no direct and evident link with tourism sector crisis. Advisable to delete this paragraph
3. (by Lela) Unlike numerous economic forecasts, no evidence-based conclusions in regards to Georgia have been made to support this statement. Hence, it seems to be an assumption, rather than a conclusion. Advisable to delete this paragraph.  
	1. Word “Remittances” to delete, from the sentence
2. Noted. As this sentence does not refer to tourism; we insert comma in the sentence: New wording will read as follows: 
“Receipts from tourism are likely to shrink, poverty and pre-existing inequalities may worsen and the vulnerabilities of the excluded groups will be exacerbated… etc”
3. The WB reports (Global Economic Prospects, “Protecting people and economies: Integrated Policy Responses to COVID-19”) forecast the economic decline globally which will automatically affect Georgia which is among high-middle income countries. The “Building Back Better in Georgia (UN COVID-19 Response and Recovery Offer) report focuses on situation in Georgia. 
Suggested rewording: “Based on World Bank estimates (include footnote), Poverty and pre-existing inequalities worldwide may worsen, and the vulnerabilities of the excluded groups may exacerbate further thus jeopardising the principle of “leaving no one behind”

	17
	MRDI
	What is the reason or source stating corruption as a governance challenge?
	
	[bookmark: _Hlk51151281]Same comment as above to Comment#3 
According to corruption perception index in 2019 Georgia ranked 44 out of 180 countries. (source: www.transparency.org)


	18
	Lela and Ana
	As mentioned above exclusion and inequalities have been identified as key challenges to inclusive, sustainable and resilient development. Georgia, with 20 percent population below the national poverty line, faces not only one of the highest income inequalities in the region, but also multiple and overlapping forms of non-income inequalities manifested as discrimination against a number of population segments. Additional development challenges are: (1) spatial and social divides (2) population displacement due to unresolved conflict (3) ageing and shrinking population (4)      governance challenges including those relating to access to justice and corruption  (5) climate change and environmental degradation (6) gaps in human capital including skills mismatch (7) lack of social cohesion and trust and (8) weak evidence-based decision making  and policy coherence
	1.. (by Lela) Needs paraphrasing(!) 
2..(by Lela) Here as well – needs paraphrasing. This wording “social divides” poses many questions and concerns, especially in comparison to how the concept is used in other countries
3. (by Lela) What are the arguments to this? I.e., placing “environmental degradation” (?) among key development challenges?
4. (by Ana) We respectfully disagree with this statement that questions the joint efforts of the Gov. EU and UNDP, which have been the strongest contributors to the Policy Planning Reform in Georgia, started from 2016. With concrete high standard outcomes, praised also by OECD/SIGMA, Georgia is a top performer among EaP countries with a solid track record he track of establishing evidence-based policy making at all levels. 

Thus, we think that this paragraph should be omitted from the document.

	1. suggest to replace “… multiple and overlapping forms of non-income inequalities manifested as discrimination against a number of population segments” finish the sentence with “…inequalities are displayed”.

2. under development challenge (1), the reference is made to the GINI index which is 36.4 for Georgia. Response to the similar comment 15 above also refers. 
3. Aspects related to Protection of Environment is the crosscutting topic for all 17 SDGs, with 3 SDGs specifically refer to Environmental challenges. This sphere is an indivisible part of the one of the four top development priorities “economic development and jobs” announced by the Prime Minister at the Annual Development Partnership Forum. 
4. rephrased: to “enhancement of evidence based decision making and policy coherence”

	19
	MoJ and Keti Tsanava
	We ask to delete reference to corruption as a highlighted challenge since various surveys and international rankings reflect the opposite.
• World Bank Doing Business survey 2020 places the country at number 7th among 190 states. In the dimension of Starting Business, Georgia ranks 2nd  worldwide in 2020;
• According to the Corruption Perception Index of 2019 prepared by the Transparency International, Georgia ranks 44th among 180 states and constantly remains the first in the region;
• According to the Heritage Foundation in Economic Freedom 2020, Georgia ranks 12th globally (among 180 countries) and 6th in Europe;
• According to the World Justice Project Rule of Law Index 2020 Georgia is the strongest overall rule of law performer within Eastern Europe and Central Asia holding 1st place and globally 42nd place among 128 states. In the dimensions of the Absence of Corruption Georgia ranks 2nd place in the region and 27th globally and in the dimensions of Open Government - 9th regionally and 41st globally respectively.
To maintain this progress and further consolidate an institutional democracy  (a system of functional institutions free of corruption) efforts are being continued to achieve a high level of transparency and accountability, increase access to information and public involvement and further refine the anticorruption mechanisms.
	Same on “gocernmance challenges in addressing corruption”, above citation refers: by (Keti Tsanava) 

Governance is a complex and multi-dimensional issue. Hence, it is recommended to specify the challenges. On the other hand, Georgia has a significant progress in establishing good governance and the latter is approved by: 

According to the World Bank’s Worldwide Governance Indicators, Georgia has achieved the substantial progress in the key indicators of accountability, control of corruption, rule of law and government effectiveness over the course of the last decade. In the government effectiveness, Georgia has reached its highest score recorded (74%) and performs better than Italy, Greece, Bulgaria, Croatia, Serbia and Ukraine.

According to the World Justice Project’s 2015 (conducted only once) Open Government Index, Georgia scores first in the East European and Central Asian region and 29th in the global ranking among 102 countries.

Georgia continues to hold 5th place among 117 countries in Open Budget survey 2019 according to which the country’s budget transparency is sufficient and extensive information is available.

According to the World Justice Project Rule of Law Index 2020, Georgia is the strongest overall rule of law performer within Eastern Europe and Central Asia holding 1st place and is ranked 42nd among 128 states.

Corruption Perception Index 2019 put Georgia on the 44th place among 180 states while the country continues to lead Eastern Europe and Central Asia group.

	Response made to the similar comment by the MFA to mentioning corruption issues win the Executive summary of the UNSDCF refers. Please see Comment #3 above. 

	20
	Lela Akiashvili
	Word “amid” would be more appropriate here
“Georgia is attracting FDI, thanks to its high rank in “doing business” index”.
	
	Accepted

	21
	MoJ
	Does the usage of the term “selective immigration” have concrete proof?
	
	Selective immigration is taken out

	22
	MoJ
	The following text should be added:
“as well as stimulating engagement of the human capital/skills of diaspora and returned nationals, mainly representing labour migrants abroad”.
“Demographic dynamics mentioned above can seriously threaten the long-term development prospects of the country. The population has been declining in absolute terms and is likely to decline further from 3.7 million today to 3.0 million by 2060. Unless the current workforce is activated, including through improved youth and women’s labour force participation, and selective immigration, the country will face skills shortage reducing its opportunity to leverage gains it has made through economic reforms. Enhancing the productivity of the workforce through health, knowledge and skills, as also leveraging the increasing longevity, the second demographic dividend, can be the way forward to manage the demographic dynamics. “

	
	Accepted. suggested text by MOJ added

	23
	Ana, Keti Tsanava, Lela
	That the development has not been very inclusive can be gauged from the fact that large segments of the population are at risk of being left behind. These groups not only face income inequalities but also inequalities in the form of discrimination, injustices and vulnerabilities that not only drive exclusion but are also manifestations of exclusion. The uneven economic outcomes have been further reinforced by root causes such as gender stereotypes, social norms, values and behaviour; xenophobic attitudes ; prejudices against ethnic and religious minorities; and stigma against persons with disabilities, HIV status,      COVID-19 status and non-dominant sexual orientation and identity. 

	1..(by Lela) This paragraph needs rephrasing. Suggested wording:
“The uneven economic outcomes also affect the practical implementation of the human rights framework in the country. Economic inequalities translate into social inequalities further reinforced by social stereotypes and stigma. Despite the impressive social transformation within the last decade, gender stereotypes still prevent women, especially in rural areas, to realize their full potential in social and political realms. As stigma towards persons with physical disabilities decreases in the country, stigma towards persons with mental disabilities, remains, as well as stereotypical attitudes towards people with non-dominant sexual orientation and gender identity.”
2..(by Ana) Are there any evidence/source confirming this?
3.. (by Lela) Large segments? 
4.. (by Lela) Which groups?
5. (by Keti Tsanava) Are there any evidence/source confirming this?





	Suggest to rephrase as suggested with keeping mentioning of religious and ethnic minorities. 
“The uneven economic outcomes also affect the practical implementation of the human rights framework in the country. Economic inequalities translate into social inequalities further reinforced by social stereotypes and stigma. Despite the impressive social transformation within the last decade, gender stereotypes still prevent women, especially in rural areas, to realize their full potential in social and political realms. As stigmatization of persons with physical disabilities decreases in the country, stigmatization of persons with mental disabilities, remains, as well as stereotypical attitudes towards ethnic and religious minorities, people with non-dominant sexual orientation and gender identity.”



	24
	By Lela
	There are also simulations that show that globally there has been a decline in human development since the COVID-19 outbreak which is equivalent to the progress in human development of the past 6 years. [footnoteRef:2]. [2:  Human Development: Assessing the Crisis, Envisioning the Recovery, UNDP, 2020] 

	
	Accept insertion (“globally)

	[bookmark: _Hlk51504380]25
	Ana Kvernadze
	Source requested

“There was a sharp rise in unemployment both due to closure of economic activities (including MSMEs, a big employer) in the country and return of migrant labourers, with 500,000 Georgians at risk of “downward mobility” (Foonote: This could mean open unemployment, underemployment or contraction of wages and incomes.)”
	
	The “Building Back Better in Georgia (UN COVID-19 Response and Recovery Offer) 
“The country is now expected to slip into a deep recession in 2020, experience severe job and income losses and business closures, with around 500,000 Georgians at risk of downward mobility and poverty expected to increase by 2.8 percentage points.”

	26
	Lela Akiashvili
	Source? Especially in regard to women’s withdrawal from labour force?

“More people are projected to fall into poverty which is likely to increase by 2.8 percentage points[footnoteRef:3]; inequality may also have risen, with women facing higher levels of poverty as they will be the first to withdraw from labour force due to increased household burden”  [3:  World Bank estimates ] 


	
	Rapid Gender Assessment of the COVID-19 Situation in Georgia
https://georgia.unwomen.org/en/digital-library/publications/2020/08/rapid-gender-assessment-of-the-covid-19-situation-in-georgia

	27
	Ana Kvernadze, Keti Tsanava
	Human rights and labour rights are at great risk of being violated. Even before COVID-19, the labour rights were poorly protected in Georgia.
	1.. (by Ana) There is no evidence confirming this declaration. Advisable to delete the paragraph
2.. (by Keti)
It is important to notice that during the State of Emergency related to COVID-19, Georgia did not restrict all the rights according to the international law. The Presidential Decree restrained only those rights that were essential for responding to the crisis and directly correlated with the country's epidemiological situation. From the beginning of the crisis, the Georgian Government took proactive measures to protect the social, civil and economic rights of the vulnerable groups and minorities, including through access to information, services, subsistence support, healthcare and education for the persons with disabilities, large families, single parents, older people, ethnic, religious, sexual and other minorities. 

As an example, to mitigate increased risks of violence against women and
domestic violence, the Inter-Agency Commission on Gender Equality, Violence against Women and Domestic Violence at the Human Rights Council adopted the Communication Strategy on Violence against Women and Domestic Violence during the COVID-19 Crisis. The strategy was developed in partnership with local and international partners and implemented through the crisis to ensure access to information and alternative ways of reporting domestic violence. 

The Government prioritized support to ethnic minorities at all stages of the crisis. Access to information was especially crucial to proactively prevent the spread of misinformation. Therefore, the Government of Georgia ensured that the information materials related to COVID-19 are timely translated into and disseminated online in Armenian and Azeri languages. Alongside the information material, videos and recommendations were also translated into ethnic minority languages
	Source: 

2020 ITUC GLOBAL RIGHTS INDEX The World’s Worst Countries for Workers (Page13)
https://www.ituc-csi.org/IMG/pdf/ituc_globalrightsindex_2020_en.pdf 


	28
	Lela Akiashvili
	Source? Government anti-crisis plan envisioned numerous direct and indirect financial and in-kind support to PwDs alongside the changed model of care services for children with disabilities. Based on which arguments are the assessments of “being hit the hardest” and “are concerned about rise in cost of medical treatment” are made?

“People with disabilities are hit the hardest and are concerned about the rise in cost of medical treatment and access to other services. Care services for children with disabilities are also affected”.


	
	UNCIEF reports data, CPD Presentation at the UNSDCF Validation Workshop Page 8

	29
	Ana and Lela
	Older persons are also likely to face difficulties in accessing healthcare and other services, isolation and domestic violence
	1.. (by Lela) Source? Especially on domestic violence? Also, as ‘isolation’ in no more valid, on difficulties in accessing healthcare and other services vis-à-vis prior COVID-19 access?
2. (by Ana) No more valid, since the abolishment of the emergency
	1. a) UNFPA Global Technical Brief – “Implications of COVIFD-19 for older persons:Response to Pandemic”; b) A UN framework for the immediate socio-economic response to COVID-19
c) “WHO brief on the issues of violence against older persons and COVID19.
https://www.who.int/publications/m/item/covid-19-and-violence-against-older-people
d)publication on the abuse and neglect towards older persons reported from different countries of the world
https://reliefweb.int/report/world/neglect-and-abuse-older-people-around-world-intensified-covid-19

2. Chapter refers to adverse effects evidence during pandemic restrictions. Later release from restrictions are not considered here

	30
	SMR
	There are no prejudices against ethnic minorities. The statement needs to be removed.
	
	Formulation will be maintained. Sources:  
Report of the Council of Europe by the Advisory Committee on the Framework Convention for the Protection of National Minorities (pp44 onwards, executive summary); Third Opinion on Georgia1 adopted on 7 March 2019  (https://rm.coe.int/3rd-op-georgia-en/1680969b56)
Para 13
13. Georgian society demonstrates much ambivalence. On the one side, visible efforts are made by both the State and civil society to promote diversity, as illustrated by the adoption of the State Strategy for Civic Equality and Integration and its respective Action Plan 2015- 2020. On the other side, these efforts coexist with a remaining security perspective of minority issues, in a nation-building context, and a lack of trust in certain minorities. Linguistic and religious minorities’ issues are politicised without being objectivised.  (p. 6)
Para 59
Reasons given by interviewees are that diversity “threatens culture and traditions” (47%), “weakens national unity” (17%) and “exposes the country to security issues” (13%). 43% of persons interviewed for the purpose of this study think that persons belonging to national minorities have no right to protest in public, 39% believe these persons have no right to be elected, 36% believe they do not have the right to participate in decision-making on important state issues and 25% think that they do not have the right to vote.

Special report of the Public Defender, pp 34-37 refer to http://ombudsman.ge/res/docs/2020030416283364211.pdf 34-37
2018 Study by the Council of Europe (HATE CRIME, HATE SPEECH, AND DISCRIMINATION IN GEORGIA: ATTITUDES AND AWARENESS, 2018 https://rm.coe.int/hate-crime-hate-speech-and-discrimination-in-attitudes-and-awareness-e/16808ef62a)
-47% of respondents said that “diversity threatens our culture and out traditions” -35% of respondents said ethnic diversity is negative for Georgia (p. 17, figure 5);
-26% disapprove doing business with Armenians, while 21% disapprove doing business with Azerbaijanis  and 27% disapprove doing business with Kists (p. 18, figure 6),

2020 Transparency International Georgia survey (https://transparency.ge/en/post/results-public-opinion-polls-elections-and-participation-politics)
-31% of respondents said ethnic diversity makes Georgia weaker

	31
	SMR
	The reason could be that amid COVID-19 pandemic three municipalities of Kvemo Kartli region compactly populated by ethnic minority representatives – Marneuli, Bolnisi, Tetritskaro - have been placed under lockdown.  Therefore, ethnic minority representatives in quarantine zone lost their jobs due to epidemiological situation and reference to ethnicity is not relevant.

	
	Sentence deleted

	32
	MFA
	By 2025, all people in Georgia enjoy improved good governance, more open, resilient and accountable institutions, rule of law, equal access to justice, human rights and, increased representation and participation of women in decision making
	
	Accepted

	33
	MoJ
	This paragraph should be modified as it follows:

“other arms of justice system - the law enforcement and penitentiary, probation and crime prevention systems, are also reformed and adequate checks and balances are in place”.
“other arms of justice system - the law enforcement and penitentiary systems, are also reformed and adequate checks and balances are in place”
	
	Accepted

	34
	Lela Akiashvili
	To be paraphrased. “Child rights protection framework is built on the “best interest of the child” principle and adopts child-centred approaches in the judiciary, education, social protection and poverty eradication, as well as protection from violence”

“Code on the Rights of the Child is implemented, child abuse and violence against children is prevented and judiciary adopts child-sensitive approaches;”

	
	Accepted

	35
	Lela Akiashvili
	To be paraphrased. “Enabling environment is created for women and girls to realize their full potential in all aspects of life, including greater inclusion in the formal labour market and the meaningful representation in decision making at all levels”

“women are empowered and are adequately represented and participate in decision making at all levels;”
	
	Accepted

	36
	Lela Akiashvili
	To be paraphrased. “Women are further empowered to exercise their human rights, GBV / DV and harmful practices are continuously prevented and adequately responded to through efficient law-enforcement and multi-sectoral approach”  

“women are further empowered to exercise their human rights and GBV /DV and harmful practices are prevented and responded to through multi-sectoral approach and strict enforcement of laws”
	
	Accepted

	37
	Lela Akiashvili
	Rephrased: social cohesion and trust is built, social stereotypical are shuttered manifesting transformation towards a more equitable society; 

“social cohesion and trust is built, discriminatory social norms hindering transformation towards a more equitable society are addressed; "

	
	Accepted

	38
	MoJ
	The term “out-migration” should be changed with the term “emigration”.
	
	Accepted

	
	MoJ
	Migratory trends and their impact are well analysed (see MMPs). Targeted countrywide approach to adressaging and harness migration potential is the subject to focus on
“population dynamics, including ageing, declining population and out-migration, are better analysed and judiciously addressed through evidence-based policies and programmes.”
	
	Sentence will read: “population dynamics……are further analysed and judiciously addressed through evidence based policies;

	39
	Lela Akiashvili
	National legislation and policies already eliminate discrimination. Suggest removing this from here and make emphasis on the enhanced practical implementation of such legislation and policies.
“National legislation and policies eliminate discrimination, enhance human rights and equal access to justice in Georgia.”
	
	Accepted
Remove “eliminate discrimination” from the formulation

	40
	Lela Akiashvili
	Change to Outcome 2 formulation:
By 2025, all people in Georgia have more equitable and inclusive access to quality, resilient and gender-sensitive services delivered in accordance with international human rights standards
	
	Cannot be accepted

	41
	Lela Akiashvili
	Suggest rephrasing: 
“Human Rights based approaches are further integrated in evidence-based policy making; legal/regulatory framework is further enriched with child-centred and gender-sensitive approaches.”
“evidence- and human rights-based, child- and gender-sensitive policies, strategies and legal/regulatory framework are enhanced”
	
	Accepted

	42
	State Inspector’s Office
	State Inspector’s Office should be added to partners list, as this is the newly established institution main function of which is to protect human rights. In order to maximize efficiency it needs institutional capacity building

: მიგვაჩნია, რომ აღნიშნულ სიაში სახელმწიფო ინსპექტორის სამსახურიც უნდა იყოს, მით უფრო იმ ფონზე, რომ ახალი ინსტიტუციაა , რომლის უმთავრესი ფუნქცია ადამიანის უფლებების დაცვაა და რომელსაც, იმისთვის, რომ უფრო ეფექტიანი იყოს, სჭირდება გაძლიერება ინსტიტუციონალური თვალსაზრისით
	
	Accepted

	43
	MRDI
	What specific role does MRDI have here?
(partner organizations list under Outcome 2)
	
	Reference deleted

	44
	Lela Akiashvili
	On both sides of the occupation line?
Change to Outcome 2 formulation
“By 2025, conflict affected communities enjoy greater access to human rights, enhanced human security and resilience”
	
	Yes, both sides are concerned
Change in Outcome title cannot be accepted

	45
	SMR
	Which local authorities are implied here?
(page 27)
	
	Use “local communities”

	46
	SMR
	Women participate meaningfully at all levels of peace negotiations talks and in confidence building measures;

	
	Accepted change

	47
	Lela Akiashvili
	Suggest removing this part. Greater access to free legal services will ensure a much wider range of human rights protection – not only the protection from violence and abuse. Or paraphrase to note “including the protection …. “ 
“conflict-affected communities, especially women and children have greater access to social services, information and free legal services to protect them against violence and abuse”
	
	Agreed
“conflict-affected communities, especially women and children have greater access to social services, information and free legal services, including protection against violence and abuse”

	48
	SMR
	the population in Abkhazia, Georgia and if the UN is permitted access, in South Ossetia are informed and they are able to access education in native language and to obtain relevant documentation to access their rights including freedom of movement and access to employment opportunities;

	
	[bookmark: _Hlk51152051][bookmark: _GoBack]“the population in Abkhazia, Georgia and if the UN is permitted access, in South Ossetia are informed and they are able to obtain relevant documentation to access their rights including freedom of movement, access to education without discrimination and access to employment opportunities “


	49
	SMR
	What community-based infrastructure has to do with reconciliation and peace building process??? Needs more clarification (Page 27)
	
	Accepted
Deleted: “…such as community-based infrastructure”.


	50
	MFA
	The Georgian side requests to avoid the use of the wrong term such as “breakaway”, as this particular word means as if the occupied territories are ultimately broken away from Georgia and the secession is an accomplished process. 
Hence, the Georgian side once again asks to refer to the UN terminology.
	
	Accepted

	51
	MFA
	The Georgian side requests to use the term “Administrative Boundary Line” /  ”ABL”, or “the occupation line”.

Georgian regions of Abkhazia and Tskhinvali region/South Ossetia have their administrative boundary lines as all the other regions of Georgia do. Using the term “border” just gives the indication of a state border, thus presenting Abkhazia as so-called independent states, rather than as regions of Georgia.
	
	Accepted

	52
	SMR
	This is the only NGO indicated among government agencies. What is the reasoning behind? Will this institute be the main partner of the UN in output 4? Needs further clarification
about “Institute of Nationalism and Conflict Studies” page 29
	Yes, a valid criticism – this particular NGO should be removed. The logic for including Action Against Hunger is also not clear – other INGOs from ASP are not mentioned. Pls consult with Sabine whether we can just say ‘and international and local civil society organizations working with conflict-affected communities
	
Accepted

	53
	MoJ
	Considering the scope of the Outcome 4, there is no necessity to include the Commission for Migration Issues in the list of partners.

	
	Accepted

	54
	Lela Akiashvili
	sector policies are sensitive to and mainstream climate change that acknowledges differential impact of climate change on women and vulnerable groups (yellow is added)
	
	Accepted

	55
	Lela Akiashvili
	Paraphrase. People, including women, youth… sounds a bit odd.
“there are enhanced legal, institutional and policy frameworks to enable the private sector and people (including but not limited to women, youth, migrants, remittance-recipients, disaster-displacees, persons with disabilities) to support and/or invest in climate action or green transition”
	
	Agree:
Suggested rewording:
“there are enhanced legal, institutional and policy frameworks to enable the private sector and people (including but not limited to women, youth, migrants, remittance-recipients, disaster-displacees, persons with disabilities) to support and/or invest in climate action or green transition

	56
	Lela Akiashvili
	While an accent to environmental rights is being made under the theory of change (12. governance-human rights-environment nexus is strengthened), outputs don’t reflect this aspect. Can it be added?

Three Outputs under the Outcome 5 reflect consolidated efforts of the UN Agencies in Georgia towards the following directions:

	
	At this point Outputs cannot be added. This crosscutting issue is specifically highlighted in Outcome 5/Output 1.  Aspects of the environmental governance are covered by Outcome 1

	57
	MFA
	The Georgian side suggests to use the term “escalation of conflict”. (page 45)

	
	Accepted
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